Abstract
Introduction been a number of high profile invasive species eradication projects in Scotland in recent years (e.g. awareness may be higher here than elsewhere in the UK, allowing us to explore the influence of 105 socio-demographics on attitudes to control. Specifically we wanted to address the following 106 questions: 107 1. Which socio-demographic factors influence attitudes to the management of invasive non-native 108 species? (Table 1) were selected from those listed in an SNH public consultation document (SNH, 2006a) 
124
and from an audit of non-native species which suggested they had potential moderate, or highly 125 significant, impacts on either the economy or biodiversity of Scotland (Welch et al., 2001 ). Table 1 128 Most questions required respondents to select their level of agreement with a particular statement 129 or with control measures for a particular species. A five-point rating scale was used with options of letter 10 days later. To those that failed to respond to the reminder, the questionnaire was re-sent 
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145
of a named sample set, and the use of reminders as outlined above has been found to lead to high 146 return rates of around 50% (e.g Zinn and Manfredo, 1998).
148
Socio-demographic variables of age, education, employment, country of birth and ethnicity, were 
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Data analysis
153
The influences of socio-demographic variables (e.g. age, gender) on levels of agreement with 154 statements regarding attitudes to conservation and invasive non-native species were tested by 155 backward ordinal regression (using the polytomous universal model (PLUM, Norušis, 2005) ). To explore whether individual species or taxa influenced acceptance of control or eradication, the 157 scores from respondents for particular species (strongly agree = 1 to strongly disagree = 5) were analysed using a Kruskal Wallis ANOVA (Siegel and Castellan, 1988) . The 15 individual species groups where control had less support, a binary response variable was created for respondents 162 agreeing (a score of 1 or 2) and neutral or disagreeing (a score of 3, 4 or 5) with control, and 163 backward logistic regression used to investigate the influence of socio-demographic variables on 164 attitudes towards control of these groups. The difference in attitude between those who had 165 previously heard of control and eradication projects for certain species, and those who had not, was 166 analysed using chi-squared tests. Statistical analyses were carried out using SPSS v 13.0 (SPSS 
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with respondents less willing to support control and eradication projects for birds than other taxa.
251
There was a significant relationship between gender and mean score, when scores for all species
252
were averaged and then converted into a binary response of agree or disagree, with men more
253
likely to agree to control and eradication programmes for the species listed than women (χ 2 = 8.33, 
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Although we are unable to account for non-response bias, we feel these data can be used to 312 assess the views of the general public in Scotland due to the broad similarities between the socio-313 demographic profiles of respondents and the public and the high return rate achieved (45%).
315
Respondents to the questionnaire showed high levels of support for control and eradication 
322
protect native species, a much higher proportion of respondents in our survey (78%) agreed that control and eradication of non-native species should be conducted for this reason. 
Socio-demographic factors influencing attitudes
593
Zinn, H.C., Pierce, C.L., 2002. Values, gender and concern about potentially dangerous wildlife. Table and figure legends   Table 1 The common and Latin names, and type of organism, of the 15 invasive non-native species referred to in the questionnaire.
Table 2
Coefficients and P values associated with significant socio-demographic variables derived from backwards ordinal regression (PLUM) tests of attitudes to particular statements on conservation and non-native species management.
Figure 1
The percentage of respondents in the survey disagreeing with the use of particular animal and plant control methods for conservation management. with horizontal lines and all data points outside this range.
Figure 3
The proportion of respondents agreeing with control and eradication of three species of invasive non-native mammals in the UK according to whether they had previously heard of control and eradication projects for these species (filled circles) or not (open circles 
20.
The following is a list of 15 non-native species that are living in Scotland. Most have been found by scientific research to be a potentially significant threat to the Scottish economy or native species and have been suggested as subjects for control programmes.
Control for each one would depend on which method successfully removed the species but would usually involve lethal methods in the form of humane killing (e.g. lethal injection), shooting, trapping, poisoning, digging up or application of herbicides (in the case of plants).
After each one you are asked how you feel about this species being controlled.
a) Brown rat (on islands)
Introduced accidentally to small islands, the brown rat eats the eggs and young of many seabirds. It has led to huge declines in the breeding populations of rare birds like the Manx shearwater, and has also affected razorbills and guillemots.
□ Strongly agree □ Agree □ Neither Agree or disagree □ Disagree □ Strongly disagree
b) Ruddy duck
Introduced to the UK as an ornamental waterfowl in the 1940's, this bird has spread to Spain where it threatens the European white tailed duck by mating with it and producing hybrids.
c) Japanese knotweed
Introduced as a garden plant in the 19 th century this plant is extremely invasive and colonises most habitats even growing through walls, concrete and tarmac. It grows very densely and shades out other plants suppressing growth of native plants and damaging buildings.
